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2. AYAT 17

2.1. AgAT TF

golE 2738 EAZ 4dsy] < dolE] 4 W] # A= )
o} g9 BE Fae AgHw ik

Chawla et al.(2002)= x4l  deoly FF AHIH T 34
SMOTE(Synthetic Minority Over-sampling Technique)& A3ttt SMOTE
e Zes ) dele] F AT el A uke Ba spde] AT A4

-~
eHMAEY JWolth ol G A9 oMAEYol st HHTE BA
4

—

rr

il
)

al., 2023).
Bennin et al.(2018)
H EAS Axdets 218 FARGE dEFs =98t SMOTE AlgolA dHAy

e T, AH1T BAE gsletn & ZHso Zd HNE Wils
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Abdist Hashemi(2016)%= 71%¢] SMOTE 7%l vlgtehen~ A2l 243
MDO(Mahalanobis Distance based Oversampling) &i12]=S A¢kglt), o] <
AYFS FEYUE AYE 7Ieer KMo HIA ol HolHE At W
Al A doly MES FtAiks B ntdeten| s AYE VFoE K9
HZA ol HolHE Yl AR A el Wl $3HE oA, o]
=7F EAE A5 doly e A 727 f=aE e EAVF A g

ol Ale] & FEAE FxVF dFEHE AS WAL f8 A2 L4
(2024)+= Fast-MCD(Minimum Covariance Determinant)E ©]-83to] 39 H
¢ FRA PES FAsta ol mEdwHlE g Altbel] A &3

MCD-SMOTES AHstgieh. ol oldxel ol@ Hits A Pd9 943
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[} 3-1] &5 3d=(Confusion Matrix)

o Sk
=74, 0 ¥4, 1
(Negative) (Positive)
54, 0 . False Positive; FP
) True Negative; TN -
(Negative) (15 27)
A A 3k
¥4, 1 False Negative; FN .
o True Positive; TP
(Positive) 2F )

[32 3-1]9 Ao tis] AHsH True Positive(TP)E AA] FAS wdo]
AEEHA o =3 H$-o]m True Negative(TN)S A S48 wdlo]
ol False Positive(FP)E A &A1& Hdlo]

o
o
ZHL =3 1F 9 Fo] False Negative(FN)E AA| A& do)
L
N

1. A% (Precision): ®do] Aoz =3 At 5 AA FA o v]go|tt
2. A& (Recall): 2A] ¥4 T Zdo] Aoz Znt=7] ztopull H]So|t},

3. F1-Score: AHE¢ AAEY Z3JHHoRE F AR/ dHS o]F= A=

S ehict,

Precision X Recall
Precision + Recall

F1— Score = 2 x
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3.2. Hl°lg 54 7I¥

A SFolA Holy Evd TAE ddst] Ad EA] W b

SHAEY 7|2 dolHe F7F A WAoE AYAEH 7 tH] &
gl sk&ol Al Algte]l 7€ B S 4 o dlolH e Tk AR &
A I3 vk ol o gxrAel eWAEd 7I'He® Chawla et

Aok (A E, 2021). AUAED 7S LHAEE 71 div] AR 28488
AR, g 27 7HA A e BERE &

o EZd AduAEH VIWoe® Tomek-Links7} Ut} (38, o]F-F,
2017).

SMOTE+= =¢ & Hloly Al sj2dS 98l o8] FokolA AREH= tHEA<]
HAZEE ZIMelth i3 7IHe FA9RE Qe HelHE Adste ¢
el gAlE S5 fldl FEAEYBootstrapping) ¥ K-#H4 o] %
(K-Nearest Neighbor, KNN) &arg]5Ss ZAdste] 714 &9 S~ tlolH
£ AA%d. SMOTES] A4 wWiAUSES vad 2ol 38, 4 £
2o &sh= 9o HlolH & AEE £, F HolE 9 A
A A-TE 7 7P k7R ol % HlolHE "Rt o] % AElE Ho]E 9} o]
% Hlo]E Atolo] A AgE HdYPem AZdsta, A (1)F #Zo] L Ate]d ¢

oo A MEL 7 ABE(x,,,)S A (Chawla et al., 2002).

to
>
o

oy
O+

Zyow = ;T rand (0,1) X (xj—xi) (1
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olggt WAL 7|E HolHE ©Ed] HASE LHAIERd vlE] &
o] A7 ZA(Decision Boundary)g 9oz FHGAIA mEe| 34
shob= Aol o
9
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81 @ Outliers
# MCD Center
7'_
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34 . °
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[1¥ 3-1] SMOTE 38 1 & dog &x
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n,“b**lf.w“"'
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[19 3-2] SMOTE 43 & dlo]g] #x
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3.3. A& x=H]| 2~ A (Mahalanobis Distance)

AEA o2 HolElet Holg Alele] 7ulE AT uf AMRHE FEHUE A
(Euclidean Distance)™ E& W7} A= SHA o]

7HEE AAE Gk ey AA sk dolE
B EASAL, 8 2D R LRI Fold Fest MwE
th ol2lgh dHoly e 54
o] A ola] A AL Aart =AY vy arfe] 7]sketA 9

HTEE AET F AE B EAT

o)

FAG A f2Es ADE 48T A9, 54

o

npstE}-H] <~ 7 €](Mahalanobis Distance)x= W< 7He] tysa XAz 244
Aoz Qe WAEE Tk S BAstn thd

B REF WG] A3 Atk o] A A 4 wge) 54 9aE A
%

=
3%
o
ol
o
2
>
s
kid
N
N
R
i3
r
\)

)T 0)3L, FEAL ALo] TR 3
dole Pel FolAe W, P BEX W 2=(rz, z,) % FHAE 4

Abolo] mpeehien| s Al Dy (x)= olske] A (2)3} #o] geoje

Dy(z) =V (z— )7L Hx—p) )

Dyfzy) =V(@—9)TT Hz—y) (3)
7|4 ¢ le FEA fHo gPHoln T S WA}
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4. 4 WHE

B Ao E AALH HEA(2024)9 AT AxE #a1dte], Rousseeuw @t
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t}. Fast-MCD &ar
A1 2024).

Algorithm 1 : Fast-MCD

Gale] BrADH S FAGIL,

[Step 1] tlolE & XolA e #5AES BET
O RERAGe] ggdE x, 3 FEAN @Y 58 AAE

[Step 2] x,3} S& Agste] Al vlole] & Xo| gl 72+ B dief vpek
ghenl 2 A r(x;,x,)S AR

V(X,-,El):‘xi El”s*l’l L..m
[Step 3] Step 204 AXE APE F 7P A #ES 2t e #ASAs 3
By M2 FAs, old g HuwWE x,9 TR S2 A (o] A

S| =117+ ngar)

[Step 4] |SI=0 L= [SI=I[S 0] 2 wW7}A] Step 29} Step 35 WHE T}

[Step 5] WS %a) d& »EaAH Ho Fit x, 3 FEA S Algse] A
Hlolel & Xo| 7} f5X o] ta HF el A r(x;,x,)S AT
rx,%) =[x, %, 0 1= L (= L1

9 BH4g Ba P AN, 4 TR BD S, T AEse] AdE vhae
w2 AgE gt gk

(XX, 4) = ‘X

‘/(X _chd) mcd (X _chd)'

i Xomed S~

A AR 2&%]84(2024), SMOTE by Mahalanobis distance using MCD in

imbalanced data, The Korean Journal of Applied Statistics, 37(4), 455-465.
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gt 2 A MD, S A
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2323 7N
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[Step 4] A& F43 MCD $4 3t Ay ALt
7_]

Fast-MCD¢] support fraction, 7713}

s,

Algorithm 2 :

(4]

[Step 1] S~ &8 ¥ &
[Step 2] Fast-MCD ¢

- X, UReA U=

Hyndman, 1996),
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5.1. 48 A4

B Al ARjlsle HEY A HUbEkyl 98l ‘KEEL(Knowledge
Extraction based on Evolutionary Learning) #7320 A|F3k= 6712
vt dlolH AEE 8319t (Alcala-Fdez et al., 2009). Agol| A1-&%
Zh dloly AEe] ek A [F 5-11¢ & 3" tlolE HE<Q €
A WG gy ZY2E e F e FHag BRHE ol EF dlo|Eol
. E71% "l &(Imbalance Ratio, IR)°] & 2784 Hd] 9.12¢] o]2& =
Bixcias

[3% 5-1] KEEL ¥lx]vp=L dlo]E] A=

RUBN)
)
(i
[":Ll (
ofk
kT
=
ro
o
==

qolg A= g9 | LS| R | 45, | R
page-blocks0 10 559 4913 5472 8.79
ecoli-0-6-7_vs_3-5 7 22 200 222 9.09
ecoli-0-4-6_vs_5 6 20 183 203 9.15
haberman 3 81 225 306 2.78
ecoli-0-3-4-7_vs_5-6 7 25 232 257 9.28
yeast-0-3-5-9_vs_7-8 8 50 456 506 9.12

A8 38 98 7+ dHolE] MEE 5-Fold w2} 7A%Z(Stratified K-Fold Cross
Validation)S E3 Train H°o|E ¢ Test vlo|H 2 E&HTt B33 Train Ho|
Blo] 24 Fdlas AE9S A8shA ¥ ¥ ZHl(Original), A& 43

2024)¢] AlQtg MCD-SMOTE, & A+

7= Edol A E(Precision)?t S Recal)S 25 2H s A

Ao g Wrtsl7] 93] Fl-ScoreE g-83to] 3r}sic),

_20_



5.2. 4 2

Train HelHE 5-Fold WA AFo% Bad ¥, 2 Z=9) Train Hlo|E
H

to]EE SVM-RBF X @lo

Pk 2+ AE 2o we =F%¥ 5-Fold F1-Score? Hud 4k [%
5-21°] A= o] glom, Precision®} Recall® [¥ 5-3]1% [% 5-4]o 717}

=

A

A

Qs

[ 5-2] Wix|vt=L dloly AES] 7} 7|9 H Fl-Score it %

Dataset Original SMOTE | MCD-SMOTE | Froposed
page-blocks0 S 23028 Qzee 93870
ecoli-0-67.v5.3-5 00037 00339 00103 00052
ecoli-0-4-6.5.5 00157) (00184 (00234 0008
haberman (818%1213) (81832&19) (81883(2)) (85‘%22)
ecoli-0-3-47.vs 56 0.0194) 00139 00139 05339
omoiseare | G5 | G | &) | o

[3 5-3] Wx|uta dvlo]e] MES 7} 7I¥ W Precision v % &4

Dataset Original SMOTE MCD-SMOTE P,{/loeﬁﬁf)%d
page-blocks0 00140 00000 00N 05608
ecoli-0-6-7_vs_3-5 00700 00834 06079 0041
ecoli-0-4-6_vs_5 (881588) (8(8);,22) (8845188) (88?88)
haberman 00178 00789 0149 00313
ecoli-0-3-4-7.vs_5>-6 (0.0047 (0.04) (0.0240) (0.0240)
yeast-0-3-5-9 vs 7-8 01510 00029 0:0019) 00019




[ 5-4] Mxv}= dgo]g ME<2 2z} 719 ¥ Recall 7 2 F2

Dataset Original SMOTE | MCD-SMOTE | Froposed
page-blacks0 (0:0604) (0.0004 00009 00015)
ecoli-0-6-7.vs.3-5 0,004 0629 00416) O 04e0
wowews | | am | gmm o | o
haberman (0.0000) 00019 (0:9008) 00151
«coll0347v56 | (0% | (0o2d | oo | (oses
worovsovre | g | g | gmm | g

AEEA vl A A, 2 Aol Abe WHES 483 2o Fl-Score
7} page-blocksO, ecoli-0-4-6_vs_5, haberman, yeast—-0-3-5-9_vs_
tere] s34 Bdd APAdA dxzd g =2 des 7l
page-blocksO HlolE AES A%, 4 2d Bl 7]E eullE
=2 F1-ScoreE 7|53kt
F1-Scoret= A X(Precision)®} A& & (Recall)?]
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